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(57) ABSTRACT

Methods for performance evaluation of admission control
policies (ACPs) include storing a simulation model including
an admission queue and a finite capacity region (FCR), the
admission queue admitting queries to the FCR based on an
active ACP, the FCR modeling a resource constraint, gener-
ating traces, each trace being generated based on processing
a single query using the database system, the single query
being associated with a query type of a plurality of query
types, for each query type, determining a query fork size and
a service time from an associated trace to provide a plurality
of tuples, each tuple being associated with a query type and
including the fork size and the service time associated with
the query type, parameterizing the simulation model based on
the plurality of tuples, and for each of the ACPs, generating a
performance parameter by applying a workload to the simu-
lation model.
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SIMULATION TECHNIQUES FOR
PREDICTING IN-MEMORY DATABASE
SYSTEMS PERFORMANCE

BACKGROUND

Queries can be processed by a database system to analyze
and/or manipulate data stored in the database system. In some
database systems, queries are queued for processing in a
query queue and an admission control policy regulates the
order in which queries are processed. A challenge that arises
in defining a good admission control policy for database
systems is query interference. For example, queries can inter-
fere with each other when concurrently processed in the data-
base system. One factor that reflects database performance is
the maximum number of queries that can be concurrently
processed. Choosing a relatively small concurrency level
results in underutilized resources and low throughputs. Con-
versely, a relatively large concurrency level may induce
excessive contention delays for cores or exhaustion of
memory resources.

SUMMARY

Implementations of the present disclosure include com-
puter-implemented methods for performance evaluation of
one or more admission control policies for a database system.
In some implementations, methods include actions of storing
a simulation model in computer-readable memory, the simu-
lation model including an admission queue and a finite capac-
ity region, the admission queue admitting one or more queries
to the finite capacity region based on an active admission
control policy of the one or more admission control policies,
and the finite capacity region modeling a resource constraint
of the database system, generating a plurality of traces, each
trace of the plurality of traces being generated based on pro-
cessing a single query using the database system, the single
query being associated with a query type of a plurality of
query types, for each query type in the plurality of query
types, determining a query fork size and a service time from
an associated trace of the plurality of traces to provide a
plurality of tuples, each tuple being associated with a query
type and including the fork size and the service time associ-
ated with the query type, parameterizing the simulation
model based on the plurality of tuples, and for each of the one
ormore admission control policies, generating a performance
parameter by applying a workload to the simulation model.

In some implementations, for each of the one or more
admission control policies, generating a performance param-
eter includes defining the workload, the workload including a
plurality of queries of different query types, selectively
admitting each query of the plurality of queries for processing
in the finite capacity region based on a subject admissions
control policy of the one or more admission control policies,
and generating the performance parameter associated with
the subject admissions control policy based on a plurality of
simulated response times, each simulated response time
being associated with a respective query of the plurality of
queries.

In some implementations, each completion time is deter-
mined based on an arrival time and a completion time asso-
ciated with the respective query, the arrival time including a
time at which the respective query was provided to the admis-
sion queue and the completion time including a time at which
the finite capacity region completed processing of the respec-
tive query.
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In some implementations, the performance parameter
associated with the subject admissions control policy
includes an overall response time that is determined as a sum
of the response times of the plurality of simulated response
times.

In some implementations, generating a plurality of traces
includes, for each single query processed using the database
system, retrieving timestamps and core identifiers, the times-
tamps indicating the service time associated with the single
query and the core identifiers indicating a number of cores
used to process the single query.

In some implementations, each service time is associated
with an iteration of the single query within the database
system.

In some implementations, the single query is processed by
the database system over a plurality of iterations.

In some implementations, the performance parameter
includes a mean response time.

In some implementations, the performance parameter
includes a total response time.

In some implementations, the finite capacity region
includes a query fork station, one or more processing cores
and a query join station, the query fork station dividing each
query of a plurality of queries provided in the workload into
sub-queries, and the query join station joining the sub-queries
of each query after processing through the one or more pro-
cessing cores.

In some implementations, the finite capacity region
includes a control source that provides a control signal to a
control sink in response to receipt of a sub-query at a query
join station.

In some implementations, the admission queue selectively
admits queries to the finite capacity region based on received
control signals and the active admission control policy.

In some implementations, the one or more admission con-
trol policies includes at least one of first-come first-served
(FCFS), last-come first-served (LCFS), shortest job first
(SJF), longest job first (LJF), and a custom admission control
policy.

In some implementations, the database system includes an
in-memory database system.

The present disclosure also provides a computer-readable
storage medium coupled to one or more processors and hav-
ing instructions stored thereon which, when executed by the
one or more processors, cause the one or more processors to
perform operations in accordance with implementations of
the methods provided herein.

The present disclosure further provides a system for imple-
menting the methods provided herein. The system includes
one or more processors, and a computer-readable storage
medium coupled to the one or more processors having
instructions stored thereon which, when executed by the one
or more processors, cause the one or more processors to
perform operations in accordance with implementations of
the methods provided herein.

It is appreciated that methods in accordance with the
present disclosure can include any combination of the aspects
and features described herein. That is, methods in accordance
with the present disclosure are not limited to the combina-
tions of aspects and features specifically described herein, but
also include any combination of the aspects and features
provided.

The details of one or more implementations of the present
disclosure are set forth in the accompanying drawings and the
description below. Other features and advantages of the
present disclosure will be apparent from the description and
drawings, and from the claims.
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DESCRIPTION OF DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 depicts an example database system.

FIG. 2 depicts an example simulation model in accordance
with implementations of the present disclosure.

FIG. 3 depicts an example model parameterization in
accordance with implementations of the present disclosure.

FIG. 4 is a flowchart illustrating an example process that
can be executed in accordance with implementations of the
present disclosure.

FIG. 5 is a schematic illustration of example computer
systems that can be used to execute implementations of the
present disclosure.

Like reference symbols in the various drawings indicate
like elements.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Implementations of the present disclosure are generally
directed to predicting database system performance in view
of varying admission control policies. In some implementa-
tions, a simulation model is provided, the simulation model
representing the database system with multiple hardware and
software resources related to query processing. In some
implementations, the simulation model includes an admis-
sion queue and a finite capacity region (FCR). In some
examples, the FCR is provided as a sub-network with a con-
straint on the maximum number of queries that can simulta-
neously be present within the FCR at a given time. In some
examples, the admission queue is governed by an admission
control policy such that, upon departure of a completed query
from the FCR, the next query to be admitted to the FCR is
chosen from the admission queue based on the admission
control policy. In some implementations, the simulation
model is parameterized based on measured system traces. In
some examples, the simulation model is parameterized solely
based on measured system traces. In some implementations,
parameters include a fork size and a service time that are
determined from the system traces for each query type of a
plurality of query types.

With particular reference to FIG. 1, an example database
system 100 is illustrated. In the depicted example, the data-
base system 100 includes an in-memory database system.
In-memory database systems enable manipulation of data
sets directly in main memory. In this manner, time-consum-
ing disk operations are omitted, such that in-memory data-
base systems execute data-intensive operations in a fraction
of the time of disk-based database systems.

In the depicted example, the database system 100 can
include one or more applications 102, one or more processors
104 and memory 106. In some examples, the memory 106
includes one or more units of memory, the one or more units
including volatile and/or non-volatile memory. The one or
more processors 104 have direct access to the memory 106.
For example, the one or more processors 104 can perform
read and/or write operations directly to/from the memory 106
without intermediate read/write drivers, respectively. A data-
base 110 is stored in the memory 106. The database 110 can
be referred to as an in-memory database.

The example database system 100 can process one or more
queries. For example, the one or more application(s) 102,
which can be referred to as clients, can submit one or more
queries to the database 110 through the processor 104. In
some examples, the database system 100 processes the query
by parsing the query text into an internal representation
referred to as operator tree. The internal representation is
translated into a procedural program executable by a database
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query engine, the procedural program being denoted as a
query execution plan. In this manner, data sets provided in the
database 110 can be accessed and/or manipulated. In some
examples, queries are queued for processing in a query or
admission queue and an admission control policy regulates
the order in which queries are processed.

Performance of a database system can be quantified based
on response times. In some examples, a response time can
include the time required for the database system to process a
query from the time the query is provided to the admission
queue to the time the query is returned. In some examples, a
workload is provided as a plurality of queries and an overall
response time can be determined based on respective
response times of the plurality of queries. The observed per-
formance of a database system can depend on the specific mix
of query types in the workload. In some examples, the query
plan can be organized in a sequence of consecutive or parallel
sub-tasks that are spawned synchronously. Consequently,
core contention can be suddenly increased for the other query
types. In some examples, query plans vary for queries of
different types resulting in different parallelization levels that
can be decided at run-time and that can also change during the
lifetime of the query. Further, query response times can
depend on the amount of query interference inherent in the
query mix executing at the same time. For example, query
interference can decrease response times when queries share
data loaded into buffers. Conversely, response times can be
negatively impacted if queries compete for table locks.
Because admission control policies can organize concurrency
levels and job mixes differently, it can be useful to assess their
specific impact on database system performance.

In accordance with the present disclosure, implementa-
tions of the trace-driven simulation model are provided to
evaluate the affect admission control policies have on a data-
base system. The simulation model enables what-if compari-
sons between admission control policies. In some implemen-
tations, what-if comparisons are provided based on overall
response times achieved using respective admission control
policies. In some implementations, standard admission con-
trol policies can be evaluated and can include, for example,
first-come first-served (FCFS) or shortest job first (SJF),
among others. In some examples, custom admission control
policies can be evaluated.

FIG. 2 depicts an example simulation model 200 in accor-
dance with implementations of the present disclosure. In
some implementations, the simulation model 200 can be used
to determine the time required to process a query using a
particular admission control policy. The simulation model
200 can include an admission queue 202, a finite capacity
region (FCR) 204, a control sink 206, an arrival time counter
208, a completion time counter 210 and a query population
212. In some examples, the query population 212 represents
aworkload to be processed by the database system. The FCR
204 can include a fork station 214, a join station 216, a control
source 218 and multiple independent processing cores 220
associated with a network of processor-sharing queues 222.
In some implementations, the FCR 204 can include two or
more independent processing cores 220 with identical pro-
cessing speeds. In some examples, the simulation model 200
can be designed such that queries have equal routing prob-
abilities to each of the processing cores 220.

The simulation model 200 further includes queries 224 (or
jobs). In some examples, the queries 224 can be of differing
types (or classes). A query type describes the type of opera-
tion to be performed. In FIG. 2, differing query types are
depicted using different fills (e.g., white, hatching). Although
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two different query types are graphically represented, it is
appreciated that the simulation model 200 can account for any
number of query types.

In general, the simulation model 200 provides a blackbox
view of database internals and considers a workload of clients
(e.g., the one or more applications 102 of FIG. 1) interactively
accessing the database. The simulation model 200 specifi-
cally captures delays due to contention for hardware and
software resources. Database performance degradation due to
hardware contention can be linked to storage resources. How-
ever, the absence of time consuming disk read/write opera-
tions on in-memory platforms (e.g., the in-memory database
110 of FIG. 1) enables the simulation model 200 to focus on
contention delays for CPU cores. The simulation model 200
represents available system processors with the network of
processor-sharing queues 222.

The query population 212 represents a workload to be
applied to the modeled database system. The arrival time 208
provides the time at which a query 224 from the query popu-
lation 212 arrives to the admission queue 202. The comple-
tion time 210 provides the time at which a query 224 has
completed processing and is returned from the FCR 204. A
difference between the completion time 210 and the arrival
time 208 for a particular query 224 can be provided as the
response time for the particular query 224, as discussed in
further detail herein.

The admission queue 202 of the simulation model 200
queues and selectively admits queries 224 to the FCR 204
according to a configurable admission control policy. More
particularly, the admission queue 202 is governed by the
configurable admission control policy. For example, the
admission control policies can include non-preemptive first
come, first served (FCFS) and shortest job first (SJF) among
others.

In multicore environments, databases can efficiently utilize
parallel processors by incorporating concurrency into query
execution plans. Parallelizing large portions of query tasks
may result in contention for allocated threads. The FCR 204
accounts for a maximum threading limit within the simula-
tion model 200. For example, the FCR 204 can be provided as
a sub-network with a constraint on the maximum number of
queries 224 that can be simultaneously processed. Queries
224 arriving from the query population 212 (workload) are
added to the admission queue 202 if available capacities are
exhausted. That is, the queries 224 are queued until capacity
is available within the FCR 204. The control sink 206 and the
control source 218 model available capacities. When capacity
within the FCR 204 is available (e.g., upon departure of a
query from the FCR 204), the next query to be admitted is
chosen from the admission queue 202 using the admission
control policy.

In some implementations, and as introduced above, the
simulation model 200 enables parallelization of queries 224.
This is modeled using the fork station 214 and the join station
216. The fork station 214 models the division of a query 224
into sub-queries 226 (or sub-tasks). In FIG. 2, differing types
of sub-queries are depicted using different fills (e.g., white,
hatching). More particularly, a sub-query 226 inherits the
query type of the query 224 it is provided from. The sub-
queries 226 are provided to processor-sharing queues 222
from the fork station 214 to await processing by the multiple
processing cores 220. When processing of a sub-query 226 is
complete, the sub-query is provided to the join station 216,
which reconstructs the query 224 from the received sub-
queries 226. That is, once all sub-queries 226 of a particular
query 224 are received at the join station 216, the particular
query 224 is reconstructed and leaves the join station 214. In
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some examples, the query 224 loops back to the fork station
214 for further processing before leaving the FCR 204. In
some examples, the query 224 leaves the FCR 204 and pro-
cessing of the query 224 is complete.

For purposes of illustration, a set of queries including n
queries can be considered, where n is an integer that is greater
than orequal to 1. The jth query instance of the set of n queries
can be considered and can correspond to the jth query
received by the database system (e.g., from an application 102
of FIG. 1). The jth query can be described by a class k(j),
which describes the type of operation performed, and by an
iteration number i(j)<I(j), where 1(j) represents the maximum
number of cycles the jth query performs in the FCR 204
before it is considered complete and leaves the FCR 204. The
maximum number of cycles corresponds to the number of
processing phases the jth query undergoes before completion.
For example, a cycle corresponds to a single execution round
at the processing cores 220. In some implementations, and as
discussed above, the response time for the jth query can be
defined as the difference between time of'its completion at the
FCR 204 and the time of its arrival at the admission queue
202.

As introduced above, the parallelization of queries 224 is
captured with the fork station 214 and the join station 216.
The fork station 214 forks (or divides) a query 224 into a
number of sub-queries 226 (or tasks). In this manner, the fork
station 214 models a client query being broken up into smaller
tasks by the query planner. For example, the fork station 214
generates T, ,, number of tasks for the jth query at cycle i=i(j),
where {,, 15 a positive integer. The time demand placed by
each task f, at a processing core 220 at cycle i is provided as
d, ;. After leaving the processing cores 220, all tasks f, ; are
progressively accumulated by the join station 216 until all
tasks f; ; have arrived. The tasks f,; are merged back into the
jth query, which is then either moved to the next cycle i(j)+1
(e.g., if i(j)<I(j)) or departs the FCR 204 (e.g., if i(j)=I()).
Thus, the time to complete cycle i equals the maximum resi-
dence time of the f; , forked tasks into the queues modeling the
processing cores 220.

As introduced above, the FCR 204 models a constraint on
the quantity of available software thread resources in the
database system. The thread limit (N, ) can be implemented
using a global counter tracking how many forked queries have
entered the finite capacity region 204. Queries positioned in
the admission queue 202 are granted access to the FCR 204 if
the nominal query fork size (e.g. the fork count at iteration
i=1) does not exceed the available capacity of the FCR 204.
For example, the number of queries in execution inside the
FCR 204 at time t can be expressed as:

R (1) = fit
Jejobs i FCR

In some implementations, the simulation model 200 can
require that, at time t:

e (1)<Ng,, Yt

where N, is the total capacity of the FCR 204 (e.g., an input
parameter of the simulation model 200 that limits the concur-
rency level inside the FCR 204). Tasks from different queries
concurrently executing on the processing cores 220 may
place different service demands and can complete execution
at different times and in different orders from the arrival order.
To account for this, the simulation model 200 can include
control signals 228 that are triggered as soon as a forked task
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arrives at the join station 216. The control signals 228 decre-
ment the counter of the FCR 204 and are routed from the
control source 218 to the control sink 206.

Before execution, the simulation model 200 has to be
parameterized. As noted above, the simulation model 200 is
provided as a trace-driven simulation model. A challenge of
the trace-driven simulation is to parameterize the simulation
model 200 without detailed knowledge of database internals.
In some examples, parameters that are to be determined
include, per query type, the fork sizes (i.e., the number of task
f;,) and the task service times d, ,, discussed above.

In accordance with implementations of the present disclo-
sure, a custom monitoring tool was used to collect actual CPU
thread affinity traces of query processes. The thread affinity
traces each include timestamps and core IDs for all proces-
sors a thread is scheduled on by the operating system. Each
thread affinity trace provides data from an isolation run with
only a single query in execution where, over the length of the
run, the total number of active threads pertaining to the query
process are recorded. The amount of threads during query
execution may change depending on parallelization levels in
the query plan. Each change in parallelization levels is
counted (i.e., the number of active threads) as a separate
processing phase of the isolated query. In measurements, the
number of active threads per processing phase and the length
of time the processing phase lasted are recorded. In simula-
tion, the number of active threads in a given processing phase
and the time interval the phase was observed are used as
parameters for fork sizes f; ; and task service times d, ,, respec-
tively. The measured query processing phases map to the
modeling concept of query iterations i(j), discussed above.

FIG. 3 depicts a functional block diagram of an example
model parameterization 300 in accordance with implementa-
tions of the present disclosure. The example model param-
eterization 300 includes a measured CPU thread affinity trace
302 for multiple phases and a model parameterization 304.

In some implementations, the model parameterization 300
is defined based on parameters derived from the measured
CPU thread affinity trace 302. Use of the measured CPU
thread affinity trace 302 provides a system approach to real-
istically quantify concurrency levels introduced by the query
planner and accurately measure query service requirements.
As noted above, a custom monitoring tool can be used for data
collection from isolation runs to generate the CPU thread
affinity trace 302. The CPU thread affinity trace 302 provides
the number of processing cores 306 for a given processing
phase 308, and times 310 of the respective phases based on
the collected timestamp and core ID data. This information is
reflected in the model parameterization 304 for the respective
iterations.

The simulation model 200 can be used to determine an
overall response time for an applied workload based on a
given admission control policy. In some examples, the overall
response time includes an average (or mean) response time
for the queries provided in the workload. In some examples,
the overall response time includes a total response time for
completion of all queries provided in the workload. For
example, a first admission control policy can be evaluated by
processing the workload using the parameterized simulation
model 200 to generate a first overall response time. A second
admission control policy can be evaluated by processing the
workload using the parameterized service model 200 to gen-
erate a second overall response time. The first overall
response time and the second overall response time can be
compared to one another to determine the overall affect the
each of'the first and second admission control policies has on
the overall response time.
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Referring now to FIG. 4, a flowchart depicts an example
process 400 that can be executed in accordance with the
present disclosure. The example process 400 can be realized
using one or more computer programs executed using one or
more computing devices.

A simulation model is generated (402) and is stored in
computer-readable memory (404). In some examples, the
simulation model includes an admission queue and a finite
capacity region, the admission queue admitting one or more
queries to the finite capacity region based on an active admis-
sion control policy of the one or more admission control
policies, and the finite capacity region modeling a resource
constraint of the database system. A plurality of traces are
generated (406). In some examples, each trace of the plurality
of traces is generated based on processing a single query
using a database system that is modeled by the simulation
model. The single query is associated with a query type of a
plurality of query types.

The simulation model is parameterized based on the traces
(408). In some examples, for each query type in the plurality
of query types, a query fork size and a service time are
determined from an associated trace of the plurality of traces
to provide a plurality of tuples. Each tuple is associated with
a query type and includes the fork size and the service time
associated with the query type. The simulation model is
parameterized based on the plurality of tuples. One or more
performance parameters are generated based on the simula-
tion model (410). In some examples, for each of the one or
more admission control policies, a performance parameter is
generated by applying a workload to the simulation model. In
some examples, the performance parameter includes a mean
response time of the queries of the workload. In some
examples, the performance parameter includes a total
response time for processing the workload.

Referring now to FIG. 5, a schematic illustration of exem-
plar hardware components 500 that can be used to execute
implementations of the present disclosure is provided. The
system 500 can be used for the operations described in asso-
ciation with in-memory database systems performance
described herein. The system 500 includes a processor 510, a
memory 520, astorage device 530, and an input/output device
540. Each of the components 510, 520, 530 and 540 are
interconnected using a system bus 550. The processor 510 is
capable of processing instructions for execution within the
system 500. In one implementation, the processor 510 is a
single-threaded processor. In another implementation, the
processor 510 is a multi-threaded processor. The processor
510 is capable of processing instructions stored in the
memory 520 or on the storage device 530 to display graphical
information for a user interface on the input/output device
540.

The memory 520 stores information within the system 500.
In one implementation, the memory 520 is a computer-read-
able medium. In one implementation, the memory 520 is a
volatile memory unit. In another implementation, the
memory 520 is a non-volatile memory unit. The storage
device 530 is capable of providing mass storage for the sys-
tem 500. In one implementation, the storage device 530 is a
computer-readable medium. In various different implemen-
tations, the storage device 530 may be a floppy disk device, a
hard disk device, an optical disk device, or a tape device. The
input/output device 540 provides input/output operations for
the system 500. In one implementation, the input/output
device 540 includes a keyboard and/or pointing device. In
another implementation, the input/output device 540 includes
a display unit for displaying graphical user interfaces.
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The features described can be implemented in digital elec-
tronic circuitry, or in computer hardware, firmware, software,
or in combinations of them. The apparatus can be imple-
mented in a computer program product tangibly embodied in
an information carrier, e.g., in a machine-readable storage
device, for execution by a programmable processor; and
method steps can be performed by a programmable processor
executing a program of instructions to perform functions of
the described implementations by operating on input data and
generating output. The described features can be imple-
mented advantageously in one or more computer programs
that are executable on a programmable system including at
least one programmable processor coupled to receive data
and instructions from, and to transmit data and instructions to,
a data storage system, at least one input device, and at least
one output device. A computer program is a set of instructions
that can be used, directly or indirectly, in a computer to
perform a certain activity or bring about a certain result. A
computer program can be written in any form of program-
ming language, including compiled or interpreted languages,
and it can be deployed in any form, including as a stand-alone
program or as a module, component, subroutine, or other unit
suitable for use in a computing environment.

Suitable processors for the execution of a program of
instructions include, by way of example, both general and
special purpose microprocessors, and the sole processor or
one of multiple processors of any kind of computer. Gener-
ally, a processor will receive instructions and data from a
read-only memory or a random access memory or both. The
essential elements of a computer are a processor for executing
instructions and one or more memories for storing instruc-
tions and data. Generally, a computer will also include, or be
operatively coupled to communicate with, one or more mass
storage devices for storing data files; such devices include
magnetic disks, such as internal hard disks and removable
disks; magneto-optical disks; and optical disks. Storage
devices suitable for tangibly embodying computer program
instructions and data include all forms of non-volatile
memory, including by way of example semiconductor
memory devices, such as EPROM, EEPROM, and flash
memory devices; magnetic disks such as internal hard disks
and removable disks; magneto-optical disks; and CD-ROM
and DVD-ROM disks. The processor and the memory can be
supplemented by, or incorporated in, ASICs (application-
specific integrated circuits).

To provide for interaction with a user, the features can be
implemented on a computer having a display device such as a
CRT (cathode ray tube) or LCD (liquid crystal display) moni-
tor for displaying information to the user and a keyboard and
apointing device such as a mouse or a trackball by which the
user can provide input to the computer.

The features can be implemented in a computer system that
includes a back-end component, such as a data server, or that
includes a middleware component, such as an application
server or an Internet server, or that includes a front-end com-
ponent, such as a client computer having a graphical user
interface or an Internet browser, or any combination of them.
The components of the system can be connected by any form
or medium of digital data communication such as a commu-
nication network. Examples of communication networks
include, e.g., alLAN, a WAN, and the computers and networks
forming the Internet.

The computer system can include clients and servers. A
client and server are generally remote from each other and
typically interact through a network, such as the described
one. The relationship of client and server arises by virtue of
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computer programs running on the respective computers and
having a client-server relationship to each other.

In addition, the logic flows depicted in the figures do not
require the particular order shown, or sequential order, to
achieve desirable results. In addition, other steps may be
provided, or steps may be eliminated, from the described
flows, and other components may be added to, or removed
from, the described systems. Accordingly, other implemen-
tations are within the scope of the following claims.

A number of implementations of the present disclosure
have been described. Nevertheless, it will be understood that
various modifications may be made without departing from
the spirit and scope of the present disclosure. Accordingly,
other implementations are within the scope of the following
claims.

What is claimed is:
1. A computer-implemented method for performance
evaluation of one or more admission control policies for a
database system, the method being executed using one or
more processors and comprising:
storing a simulation model in computer-readable memory,
the simulation model comprising an admission queue
and a finite capacity region, the admission queue admit-
ting one or more queries to the finite capacity region
based on an active admission control policy of the one or
more admission control policies, and the finite capacity
region modeling a resource constraint of the database
system,
generating a plurality of traces, each trace of the plurality
of traces being generated based on processing a single
query using the database system, the single query being
associated with a query type of a plurality of query types;

for each query type in the plurality of query types, deter-
mining a query fork size and a service time from an
associated trace of the plurality of traces to provide a
plurality of tuples, each tuple being associated with a
query type and comprising the fork size and the service
time associated with the query type;

parameterizing the simulation model based on the plurality

of tuples; and

for each of the one or more admission control policies,

generating a performance parameter by applying a
workload to the simulation model.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein, for each of the one or
more admission control policies, generating a performance
parameter comprises:

defining the workload, the workload comprising a plurality

of queries of different query types;

selectively admitting each query of the plurality of queries

for processing in the finite capacity region based on a
subject admissions control policy of the one or more
admission control policies; and

generating the performance parameter associated with the

subject admissions control policy based on a plurality of
simulated response times, each simulated response time
being associated with a respective query of the plurality
of queries.

3. The method of claim 2, wherein each completion time is
determined based on an arrival time and a completion time
associated with the respective query, the arrival time compris-
ing a time at which the respective query was provided to the
admission queue and the completion time comprising a time
at which the finite capacity region completed processing of
the respective query.

4. The method of claim 2, wherein the performance param-
eter associated with the subject admissions control policy
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comprises an overall response time that is determined as a
sum of the response times of the plurality of simulated
response times.

5. The method of claim 1, wherein generating a plurality of
traces comprises, for each single query processed using the
database system, retrieving timestamps and core identifiers,
the timestamps indicating the service time associated with the
single query and the core identifiers indicating a number of
cores used to process the single query.

6. The method of claim 5, wherein each service time is
associated with an iteration of the single query within the
database system.

7. The method of claim 6, wherein the single query is
processed by the database system over a plurality of itera-
tions.

8. The method of claim 1, wherein the performance param-
eter comprises a mean response time.

9. The method of claim 1, wherein the performance param-
eter comprises a total response time.

10. The method of claim 1, wherein the finite capacity
region comprises a query fork station, one or more processing
cores and a query join station, the query fork station dividing
each query of a plurality of queries provided in the workload
into sub-queries, and the query join station joining the sub-
queries of each query after processing through the one or
more processing cores.

11. The method of claim 1, wherein the finite capacity
region comprises a control source that provides a control
signal to a control sink in response to receipt of a sub-query at
a query join station.

12. The method of claim 11, wherein the admission queue
selectively admits queries to the finite capacity region based
on received control signals and the active admission control
policy.

13. The method of claim 1, wherein the one or more admis-
sion control policies comprises at least one of first-come
first-served (FCFS), last-come first-served (LCFS), shortest
job first (SJF), longest job first (LJF), and a custom admission
control policy.

14. The method of claim 1, wherein the database system
comprises an in-memory database system.

15. A non-transitory computer-readable storage medium
coupled to one or more processors and having instructions
stored thereon which, when executed by the one or more
processors, cause the one or more processors to perform
operations for performance evaluation of one or more admis-
sion control policies for a database system, the operations
comprising:

storing a simulation model in computer-readable memory,

the simulation model comprising an admission queue
and a finite capacity region, the admission queue admit-
ting one or more queries to the finite capacity region
based on an active admission control policy ofthe one or
more admission control policies, and the finite capacity
region modeling a resource constraint of the database
system,

generating a plurality of traces, each trace of the plurality

of traces being generated based on processing a single
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query using the database system, the single query being
associated with a query type of a plurality of query types;

for each query type in the plurality of query types, deter-
mining a query fork size and a service time from an
associated trace of the plurality of traces to provide a
plurality of tuples, each tuple being associated with a
query type and comprising the fork size and the service
time associated with the query type;

parameterizing the simulation model based on the plurality

of tuples; and
for each of the one or more admission control policies, gen-
erating a performance parameter by applying a workload to
the simulation model.

16. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 15,
wherein the performance parameter comprises a mean
response time.

17. The computer-readable storage medium of claim 15,
wherein the performance parameter comprises a total
response time.

18. A system, comprising:

a computing device; and

a non-transitory computer-readable storage medium

coupled to the computing device and having instructions

stored thereon which, when executed by the computing

device, cause the computing device to perform opera-

tions for performance evaluation of one or more admis-

sion control policies for a database system, the opera-

tions comprising:

storing a simulation model in computer-readable
memory, the simulation model comprising an admis-
sion queue and a finite capacity region, the admission
queue admitting one or more queries to the finite
capacity region based on an active admission control
policy of the one or more admission control policies,
and the finite capacity region modeling a resource
constraint of the database system;

generating a plurality of traces, each trace of the plural-
ity of traces being generated based on processing a
single query using the database system, the single
query being associated with a query type of a plurality
of query types;

for each query type in the plurality of query types, deter-
mining a query fork size and a service time from an
associated trace of the plurality of traces to provide a
plurality of tuples, each tuple being associated with a
query type and comprising the fork size and the ser-
vice time associated with the query type;

parameterizing the simulation model based on the plu-
rality of tuples; and

for each of the one or more admission control policies,
generating a performance parameter by applying a
workload to the simulation model.

19. The system of claim 18, wherein the performance
parameter comprises a mean response time.

20. The system of claim 18, wherein the performance
parameter comprises a total response time.
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